
BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COaUISSttm ~
HBV 25 ra * u

RESPONSE OF COLEMAN ) MUR6077
FORSBNATE ) ORIGINAL

SUMMARY

MtMn A rhatym h«ne nrt haA in &Ct^ we geqnert that the

00-
Oft • dismiss the above-captioned matter promptly. The Coleman campaign did not engage in improper

Pj "coordination" with the ni«mh»r of Commerce ("Chamber") or the National Federation of

sj Independem Business (TNJFIB ,̂ and Com 3 g

O contrary. isj
CD cr
^ FACTS >

Tlie Coleman <**«**p*«gn h^y retained the services of JerTLarson and his company,
or

Connect, for several yean. S* Exhihk A (Affidavit of Jeff Larson); Exhibit B (Affidavit of CuDen

Sheehan). FLS has provided advice on direct voter contact projects, general potitical consulting,

l^triaf4r^ing ££ HoWCVCg, Shcthtn and Othea WJtfa tfac

Coleman fatnra'*9^, «™*hi*^t<g Jr^F ̂  -^fftA", did not become aware of thg NFIB and f̂ li*««l*er

advertisements until such advertisementB were released to the public. Id

LEGAL ARGUMENT

Ttippermiflfible "coordination'' Tf*PTJiTft that both the "content" md the "conductf standards

be met Here, while the advertisementB in question did mention Senator Coleman and his

opponent, thus meeting the content standard, the conduct standard is not met

• The campaign did not request ot suggest the communications at issue, and did not know of

mem until they were released to the general public. JW 11 CFRJ 109 Jl(d)(l); Exhibit A;

Exhibit B.
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• Tliecainpaien was m no way niaterially involved man^

intended audience, mams oc mode of the cotmnumcatk»8,8pedfic media oudet used, ^

UflQlQ^E ^3ff xEBQUCOCV ^)I T^IC GODBflUDttUGKDlQ^KBk QK Ukfi 8U6 OK ̂ UOODHljGIllCC ^JI UllC

comtmimniiinng. Stt 11CPR j 109^1(d)(Z); Erinhit A; EAibit B.

! • Thete woe oo substantial discussioas about the communkaUk)O8 between the entities that

made these commuoicatki&s and me campaign or its agents. See 11 CFR $ 109.21(d)(3);
on
en Exhibit A; EjmibitB.
Lrt

W • While FLS may have been a common vendoi, the C^lffmaticafflpaigp never wodeed with

(N
^y gmplnyiMa mho h«i mat^ttal imyolwiiM.nt mttti tiw .onriro. proiriA^ hy PT.Q tr> rtw rhamligr

"5T
O otNFIB. J*r 11 CFR § 10921 (d)(4); Exhibit A; ExhibkB.
on
(%J In short; no iim>ropci coordination occuiiedm this matter. Complainant acknowledges mis

fret by stating that "me television and newsptpa advertisements *^a^

Complaint at 4. However, whatever allegatk>ns Complainant roayn^

knit web" of "relations between [sic] Senator Cofeman, meQiamber,NFIB,JeffLatson>andFLS,''

mete is no evidence of actual wrongdoing.

CONCLUSION

Par th* •foMawntinnpd ^t«^n

Benjamin L. Ginsberg
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMfi^ON

RESPONSE OF FLS CONNECT ) MUR6077 ORIGINAL
ANDJEFFLARSON ) Um*'11"

)

SUMMARY

BeoraseComplainam admits its chaiges are based s^^
O
O article, ano^ as shown below, such iiifereiicei are baseless
(JO

Ufiflfr •"* <-St>!inMt««ig»« djj prs Ormwft ('T^LS'̂ , Jeff T flirty ftl" •"y «**«*«' itvtigiAMi

O Commetce ("ChtmbcO and the O)lemtn fin Senste am^tigp, oc the Nttiomd Feden
0»

^ Independent Busmeu ("NFIB") and the Coletnan campaign. FI£ has m place a strict fizcwan policy

•«ul rtw pt»<^M^«

compliant by the Commission. SuGtaeal Counsel's Repozt #2 foe MUR 5546. FLS Connect and

FACTS

FLS Connect counts among its cuoent cEents bom me Chamber and me ColniMin

campaign. Ithaswoikedwimthehn^intiiepa^buthasnotdciiesointhelasttwoyeazs,

inrhiding me enrite 2007-2008 election cycle. JW Exhibk A (Utson Affidavit).

During the 2007-2006 election cycle, FLS has provided difect voter contact, genecsl political

ihhig, ttrhnology, and fimdfsismg tdemaAeting services to the Coleman nrnpatgn. Id. These

services weee managed by FLS partner Jeff" Ijffson, who has wctffced with Senator O>leman for many

yean. Id. I>iring the same pencd, FLS provided membe^

Chamber of Commrtce, altfaougfr it was not involved in any manner in the envelopment or airing of
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W;ExhibkB(Bk>sser Affidavit). Services to

die Chamber wen provided by EtizdjethBlosse^FI^ Director of IiBueMinj^eme^ U.

FLS opermted under t strict written firewtn policy distributed to

campusy. JW Exhibit A; Exhibit B;EihibttC(FI£a)m^

operated in seprate"sik>s" created to avoid imp^ Avtt Hie silos were

as follows:

O • National Patties/State Parties/Federal CtncHdatrs/Victoty programs
(JO • Natkttal Patty Independent Expenditures
w • Issue Managementand Advocacy clients and State and kxal groups and candidates

7 &r Exhibit C. Hie policy warns that FLS peaoonel must 0c£

O • Discuss the private pofok^pkns,pi»je^
iHmg MVHI» •tilfc •« PT Jg paffttMtr or gmplnyeg wlin k prrwvting •oryicM in MI

an opposing cindidatr.

^ the private poKticdplan^ projects, a
omdidatecc^nmtttee client with an FU partner o^
party f^ r n > i t '< '

penditure woA for that party) wrKisecommiintrations name the same or an

• Discuss the private poUticd plans, projects, a
party commitDee client with an FLS partner c«empk>yee who is providing servkes to an

t̂iru* tin. MUM* «r Ag r n « W i »*

candkfate of either party diiring the time windows klgnt^^
(•— inl Ljllgm JL MAMMt^BfMflt rmjiaJln 4^«l ^v«««n«1<*n«^ nrnvk'NBxauomg penmsaiDje ciwimniaiea expenanuxe WOOL;.

U.

As the attached affidavits reflect, Blotter and Ijuvon both abided by this policy at aU tunes.

Tliey did not discuss Coleman campaign phot, projects, activities, ot needs; mey did not

communicate such plans, projects, activm^ or needs to the Chambei; and they cM not pkya^

in the development or ailing of Chamber advertisements meiitk>aing S S* Exhibit

A; Exhibit B. BI«Mer MA
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«ny infamndnn Ann* JMJT rhamhet wide. J* Exhibit B. DuODg the pCfiod in

question, Bk»Kt wts not even woddng from ELS offices—«he was walking fern her own home.

j* ExhibitB. ^FlScmptoyeet who were iimxbtd in serving to

JCOiC Jfl 86CWUE QIC ̂ ûJUQiDCt

LEGAL ARGUMENT

AW t^tlif^ that hftth Aa

^^O "content̂  ind the "conduct" ttandtidi be met WbileFI '̂s status u a cc^mnon vendor of the
10

gomJiiiatiftn toolr p

T
Q EadbibitC.

• «vimt.i

prevent the prohibttedshjuiiig of infbnnsJi^

ootside group wfakhmenttoos that cindkhtr in its o^ If fitewaQs prevent the sharing

of the candidate's plans, projects, artmties or needs, the conAirt standa^

wffl not be satisfied. S* 11 CFRJ 109̂ 1(h). Such was the case here, as it was when die

Q>mtnission spoke approving^ of

•ppgar to h«re pranented Ae H«ti«miH«l ̂ f infaffiiMtinni Ky ortigr ftflfig^M off ̂ mplny<%i»« fenm Rnali-

Cheney Wand the RNC to and trom [Progress tor Amerk^-Votn General Counsel's

Report #2 for MUR 5546.

Furthermore, even putting askk the questxmof sik>s,FLS'swoik£bztheaiamberwas

limited to coordinating tricphcfliea

approzimatdy 12,000 calk nationwide and about 250 calls in Minnesota to piuspecuvc members.

5«r Exhibit A; Exhibit B. Nothing about this activity would hive pronnded the Chamber wima^

information about the Coleman om^HUgn's plans, projects, activities, or needs, and nodi^
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the project would have fittflitrtediny improper coordination, iff 11 GFJLf 109.21.

Complainant, the opposition state political patty committee, acknowledges this tact by

catefulif stating tfattMdiet)den^^

Cotnplamtat4. Hawe¥er,\^iatev€r allegations Complainamiitt

knit web" of "relations between [sic] Senator Coletnan, the Chamber, NFffi, JefTLarson, and ELS,*

k has produced absolutely no evidence of actual wrongdoing.
K1
O CONCLUSION
CO
* For the ttorementioned reason^ we tcstMCtfb%teq^

O
0)
rsi

RestKctfbDy submitted,

WiDiam J. McGtnley
Katnryn *™*** ĵ*1*!?
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EXHIBIT C

Toe FLJS Coniiflft Employees

FSQOK Toe PaitnefB

Subject Federal

FLS
cange of chefitB, front Fedenl candidate committees to political parties to issue advocacy groups.
Campdga finance hwipkcxdifificukchan^^ Ittt

«=T important that you read tod ondefstandtfaii memo because oat cootmuediucceM
O ooimp^ing -with the im>hiT3ition«>lmii^
tO Actof20Q2AauidoottHpoiidifigFcdeadElectm
5 "BCRA").
(N

Recognixing that BCRA places Kmtti on vendoniuchasFLSwfaohaveawidetangeofdienti
r^gngrr1 jg> p^titim1 artfrlfr, FT 5 nmtf hpfp ifi TTOT k ffrr mmM1^ tifn1 r°Ji*frtifl rt*ly

advocacy fliiyniMt^yf or ffcnp& ooitig itinrpMidMit CT
party e

•d»"g«gy gPT •"* **- ru*JH*m f~ p**y r^m^fr^ /*» •omMHitm^ KP»TOWI A» p»ty

and the candidate committee. Stt 11CFJL $ 109̂ 1.

Smf«> Ff JS ptr*ri«i»« «»fPtr^« *r> eatnl^f ̂  «*wl pflfty i ..i.imin^K •« wnJl mm. tmmnm o^rrw^ry atvl

mdepeno^merpenditutegioupt, FLS pattnett and employee
that We A> not kMArggteMtiy ptoiruU nr H«««ttMf nrtn-pnhlv' WifiwrnatinM (1) about Candidate

cdfiimiitec dicnti to out lane advocacy group ot patty committee independent cxpc unttute cuent
(^mboutpmrtycoirnmtteemd^
tegular patty committee ot iaane advocacy group clients.

FLSpetsonnelniuitnol:

candidate committee client widi an ELS pajrtnetotempkjyeewhoisptovidmgieivkettoan
in Aj>«<Uiit- «^tu«tiif^ rfUn» ̂ fkn«. enaiifmmigatift«« namg rtî

•^fll ^S^v^^^MflQal CsUllUaiUftDBa

Discuss me povate political p****?,, pjojccta, activities or i
candirittrCT>mmmrc diem \^ an PL^partnctot employ^
patty committee client doing independent enEml'mnms (rariinHng the
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DiicuM the prnitepoBtiadpkni, projects, i^^
patty T?*Tin'll*lTp client with in FLS partner of employee who is providing seivices to in
issue advocacy ctient whose coamiunicatk)Qs name the same or die oppoa^
candidate of either party during the time wiiKkrra identified above oitcandkhteconimittee

FI£ tikes these issues seoously, and no indtv^
dient is worth exposing the fim to potential legdtiabifity. lliesen^ ate not intended to pcevent
Fl^paitncn and employees from discussing procedures that wffli^^
to out clientSi To «**<««png i^tth these teguiatioas, FLS is sttuctuung our otpniMtion, as we have in
tlig pasti in p«**<fa<l«*' fflpf- Pot <fc<« TCSJL dig silos ate:

in
O NttdoodPsutiM/SlateFutia/FedenlCMididain
(JO

(N

O Keep in mind, the reasons fbt these silos is to aroidisthettBnsfetofinfbanationfiomonegtoup
°* tooneoftheodie£groups.AswedidinpteYiouse]ectkins>weateattem
^ and avoid even the appeatance of this type of cootdination.
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